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The Aigher Uritled of the Hibls,
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Iln large lattars whan npolied to Jeans, and In
sinnll or nrdinary tettors when applied to other
persutisg bw hias gsed the shte form of Inttery

ie Al ptises, o whioieanyer, either in the Hes |

howaver sublime, would be Inovitnh‘r obscured
by imperfect words and poorly constructed
sertences, It is for thin reason that the author
of * Anolent Bacred Boriptures' holds that the
teinaintor of the Apostolie lotters should not
endeavor to give u litaral rendering of them,
but te convey thalr aensa ne faithfully an pos-
| wible,

FEOOND ALY |
A arnpgymous hut nAr dns e, fiter, whn | by “r(.l”hhi.“ HerttareR thio term i ol
BAA Dedi1 foF B loken YURES W EIrgeiay It (e | 0 or aah nb bl hedanplleld, Axa ""“",'r i
Protestanit Episcapal Chirin, his aot topth | OG0 Hirouk that, theas torma ats invari:
Ia two books, pecpeotivaly dntt Aviian | By prigtel In odn “'”"”’"“I"'r:“ of I"“"r"' I
Buered Seviptuyes. and Lenaseent ChVitiahity, | Aot oty B this os el h:nl.‘lll\l!“-. ',".l throngh-
what he ballevan 1o ba tha uteatige of the | g the nthupinirlinun oF the Now Teathnint.

hlghar eritieinm of the Iible and of e stigdy

fonmparative eeligion  Inthio e
voliimes wtn attormpt I8 isde b o Mer nifopos
of what the Ohrlating paliiclon will Ve, oeowill
bapgin Lo ba, Lofora the twantietli

st

explirad,  The tirat volanie contuiom <oy djin4
from the Soriptures of oy tntion<, luel ol
not only the OLl aml the New Testivens, 1ot

alep the anereil weitings of

Chinean, tho 'erainns, the Bldas, tha Ttad.

dhimta, andd the Arabunns, togethier withoctraots
writirngma nf

from such ethical vr plillosophites
the Gireske ns oo 1o deserye o L i

withaaertain saonotify. Formome rewson o hiled
wa do pot undeestmel, the aathor R LA
guitations from bpietet s, ns (f e wers nn ovs

ampinr of Loman Seclotares Lsoomutter of
fact, Fpietetus was Lorpoand disd e Gireek .
speaking country, although b spent o Hpgo
part of Lis o andadie Gifo g Ity Bla tught
orally in Chrawk, amd Dim olisoorwnn wese |
dowi in Hirhek
phllosanhiv of wmhich he was oo

Wo wonld hora ropeat who® wo saul at the
Deginning of a former ortiolo, Lhat oo poyrpass
o examintog thomm and othoe 1o « thnt denld
with the highor eritictsmy of e Hibde 18 et t
Justify tha or too eatidemin them, bt mepely
to alielt intormat v We pitinply niin t
abid, as faras posadthle, o matihat G thelr own
lattriiige, what 15 (s that, na they nesert, has

ikt
st wastoreal ot b el Ferenl

A

been (iroven of fen Ioptvibable, throngh
tha woplioation £ othe miothods e mpe
paratis of maodarn scholioshiip 1o tha e
braw and  Chrlstinn Seriptures O the
mode, Indesd, of interpretiag tha OLd Tes-
tamient  we  have  presioualy ddwelt  omt

length inn notles ot D Brie '
Biudy of the Holy BB and, therefore, in
the two Looks now btfore us we shall conting
ourselves muin'y to whnt the author has ta uav
eoncarning tha New ‘Testament, Thissan b
fairly well exeniplitted Ly eaxcerpts from the
praface to the “Ancient Saerad Narg
and by the annwers given on pges DM of
“Rennsoant Clirlstianlty ™ o guestions often
put by orthodox theo! ginne,

1.

In the gonornl praface tothe anleat{ans wlil h
ho has made fraom the New Teostamernt, thae
author of * Ancient Snerad Seriptures' (nvites
ua to remembier that tha Blogriplhiies of Jesus,
or tho tiospals, ns they ara ciullel, wers nonn

ol them written until long nftar the desthof
Jeaun. Not onn of His woands was written
down when spoken. or indesd. written In
any form. oot many  years after it wos
Apokon. So peofound, howeser, wos the -

pression mode by Iis words vpon thoe minits
and mamies of thase wha heard then.
and eapocially upon His diseiplos, that, after
His tragie danth, they we vivully poonitol,
and. in fragmentary form, passed from month
to month and cireninted frone plaee to plaee,

whorever  His  perseouted followers wore
acnttored  abrond or went preachine  the
new religion.  Thus it v o pa=+  thnt, |

for many yanrs the words as well nsthe dJesds
of Jesus were Lrasecved ondy as tenditions
Repoated over atol overthousands of times by
thousands of different person= and nmong
unlearnad nnd super=titions poople, 1t wns fm-
possible, our author <ubumirs, thint they should
be presceved, aven fora beiof porial, in their

eract orlginnl form: much leas bl they lus
so praserved and transported tooa soeod o n
third generation, Henee, as aompatterof peces.

slty, varlous mythienl or fabulous interwenve
Ings of attempted explannt) elnbration, in-
fernnee ond detall moust have taken  plies
during tho quarter eontury or nors whieh

elapscid betwesn thedeath of Jdesus nnd evon

the firat written record of Hi- | RRTET

terwenvings of faney and bl nereased so
rapidiy, amal threatened so voonphotedy by ol
scure the original words nede deeds aeonnd

which they bhad grown, thot st deneti, devout
men sot themaeives to work to eoiloot from the
maoss of flvating tradition=suceh asthev deomed
maost trustworthy, in oeder to them
down nnd so preseryve tHinn et her e
orelinns of sxtravaconee ol (R0 (L8 [l
In stich an attempt evien v
elenr-mindid nnd conse o hers,
with o=« of written n distory hins
fora them and depomding entirely vpon nead

write

Hisest

roports nnd testiriony, must bave been able o
gather only o very boporfoot, frngimentary.
and. In detail, untroastworthy poconnt of
worids that s | spolien andl des

thit bl bean perforiie L more hap aoge
tion before thair times, Henoe the
1% drawn that the exnct sands andd por
demils of J. are noto nnd never ran
known. Theapirit of them, an the other hapd,
s estionnlyy surs andshilnes laml

Iy forth from the g
Whant the puthor of

e n
(B
A ey,

Iva

V-
e nf the o tiaspaols,

the bk befiore ns wonil

Bave all wiso pirsans ol b=t sopstder this
apird, which “wmoakethe alve” and not the let-
tor, which * killeth

Elsriwvhore in the profacs it In pointod ont
that the e Gosgels wers nonie of them vom-
posoil before the otter Wil of the st rontury,
and fu thelr prekent Sovime wers ot known
antil the baginning of the Yord contary, The
titles  “Mutthew." “Mark.” “Luke" nand

“Sdohn Y e probnbiy onls the assised names |

undnar which ins was then
ablal thelr unknowy
wrote, It e pron
probithle, that they o
an ariginal vollection o

comnpereand nllow-
anthors or eompilers
I poasible, aml sven
| Vifferront verstongs of
gospel el T

g hins

fore by uome oo of Hhe (s ies o apost e ot |

Jesus, LUpon this theors thelt ngrovmonta sl
dinugreementas may ha aovountd for, whille
at the «sama tima the carelul stident of the
pointa of lkeneas and unlikencas iy illa-
entangle the four narratives  and wesvs
thelr matearianls agnin Into one cauneetil and
sonaistent aceount of all that Tifsl Perimn.
mently lmportant intho lifs and teachings of
Jesus, Uhins (s what the anthor has attompred
In that part of the " Anelent Sacpml =eripturas”

whioh {8 devoted to the Noew Testamont e,
before marking the principles upe o whieh lils
seluctione hinva Viemon anade, wo < gl pote
whit ha says phont John's G W nhinut

the mode of tranainting cepeth tarnses to
which n apacing slund noe s D nitnelel,
It f8 well Known that the ez ter of the faurh
Geapel—it in [minterinl wior e znrilths
natme of Joht ta e of mesi o vllxed 1o

hia Llogmoliy of Jesim i et '
fntroduction, comima » ny Wit
nitg wus this Logos
AL Diym sitees cone Fobe
way refereed tao iy o

‘monr

Nety Tertamisnt, and it ot
the Lilgher eritiodam s

subtlely borrowed orlglioallv Iy N
schonls of phillssaphy U PO T | f thn
fourth Gospal also m OB { AU Y S T T

oount of what Jesis saifed moe D ol Jolil ey

fenl opinlons of his awn, wiibh n WV e
pot conflrmead by the peaorils of the daaihees of
the other thres, or so-calloll syt Njula,
hut aroout of barmony witlet e Dol yisn
added fnenlents ot mentiooned Ly ape ol the

Proamsing tow 1ot i plirpssos

af il

other Liographers,

“Honof Man ' aud " sSon wlkieh casvij
In the Gospeis, aml upon which great «tress has
benn lunl oy theologlans, the al TS T
Gonur hacred =eripdures™ pouits our T [T
Hevrow writings thesa plirasies ety
found, esprneinily In the In 0y LY e
rioda. They are ussd interchnn LR

agquivalents, with the eommon wnde

them. It was eapecially, however, mon af s
tinguishad virtue or wisdom whoe were on

and oalied theotseivas by these terms. Whe

it was no novelty:

wis,
ent translator has

el Gl thiese

sttty hils

Tl Faewpitinns, th |

!

S sehion! noad the hotmne,

wtilinee,
spparently, that they were Loth titias which
all good nmien might assume or have apipdied 1o

i
charafors, Jesus appearad, ralling himesif and | waers
teing called “'Bon of Mun " and “Son of Gl
it was In kewplug with the
sommon spsach of the Hebrews s applied to
all whom they lookead upon as sages or proph-
Recognlizing this te be the faot, the pres-
departed from the ocus-
tom of wriling or printing thess appellations l".“ In this strange language ke thought, | those whom we are callod upon to guideand jn- l

ek, whan npolivd
gin with a eapliral

“Ring. Ve, w
wilinarlly I

| U Mesniah
tin Jemns, jlow

tattor, woro pElgted with an Hinpartial form of |

Tuttigs lietlior Ve terina weps applisil to
Jepns o opny otlier hivoan lising,

W w il pow peodisasad tor Diilients the prions
powhideh thes it b E Y Aaelont Sacrml
Sepipto on " lian mada hid seloctions fEom the
Chomps) patrintivon.  Hin dlavont abject was, he
ells nW, o psuist In the lisesyrniment ol b
wiphrit, ns sepnentold frome the letter, To that
wicl [t hias sestedd to him nesd fnl o remoye
from the Giospods all ey ldent aecretione of myth.
fbde ar extenengines, nrl, 0t the same time,
tevomm it Dose detid e ofoxpinaation wod history
whiel have oo direet bisnriog vpon practical
rellgions fustraction, dnspication ant s
Chiti il Testnment  yuotntione,. ne
! counts of phvaien! honlings orwonder-work-
| ings. tho explanations of those whoelafmed to
| b vy it resaqes, and e doctrinnd opinons of

toome who peofeasod to oo the compliers of the
| nmeentivas now fiane! in the New Testamant
[ ndt thess things it s submitted, hinve ondy, ot

mast, an intellectpnl value, and, whether true

! or flae, should Nod no place in o eeligions
ok dosigred for the practieal  instrimction
and (nspiention of the Charel, the Sumday
Tnnsmuch, thergfore, as

: thie present seloctions from the Gospwl nrede
algned for immediate amd preactionl uses, in
l pulplt and pew, (o the oloast anid ot tho famlly

olples iy

altar, ol details have bean studionsly exceluded
[ that falt dirsotly under any of the flve follow-
I Diondn: Fipst, the genealogy ntid mrdii-
fnes bleth of Jesiis, together with hils botily
resureection amd ey ascanslon hto hoa-
Dven, suncerning  all of  whieh  hut lietle
In sald tn the Now Testament, and  that
et pramis 1o L contendietary, untrustwort hy
argd practically unimportant: secondly, the
waotnders anid an-enlled mileacles which He 1«
rogortod o have wrangnt, which reporis,
whether trae or fulee, have no essential hoar-
Ings vpon Jesus as ancxample whom we coght
follow and o tonehor whose work we
ought to love and obay; thirdly, those citationn
froom the (0d Testament whivh are commonly
lenksd upon as " falllment of propheay,” but
| whideh, whethir recsived ns natural or super-
| natural, Imaginary or real  eolncldences,
[ usither  add to nor detenet  from  the
| beantifal eharactor and sublime teachings
af Jdesua; fourthly, the jpersonal opinfons,
inferences nod sxplanations of the compllers
[l The Gospels thiraselyvey, nones of whom pro-
| femmos to hnve Leon an eyewitnoss of the desds
L ora henrer ol fhe wopids of Jonia, bt slmply one
i of those tiy whonm the teaditions * warn deliv-
poered 0 destly, such ounimportant alnborations
Consthe datalls vonearning slek persons henlsd,
Insane persans pastorsd, the hungry provided
with food, &e., from which, exeent by strained
atd unnatural Interprotations, no practionl
| leksomw uf worality and roliglon ean be drawn,
Ity the prafnee to malectiolis from the Acts af
the Apostios, amd from the Apostolie let-
| ters, further  JigHt (4 thrown ipon the
mothida of  exposition followed Ly the
writier the boak  Lefops s and ather
representatives of the higher eoitliclam. It s
Pt gur with regard 1o the Acts that the
nuthorelbp of this book, ke that of the Four
Chois prslm, uneertain, It s commonly sup-
posnl to linva Lisen written By the pardon who,
widor the pame of “Luke.” wrote the Thigd
[ Giospal, Like the four evangelleal nnrratives,
| b e apeof Bistorie fragiisnts ntarwoven
|owith teditiona] elibarations and derails,  Fs-
| pechally s this the ense with the Afs<t (cw ehiap-
| tors, i which torecorded avonts whicrh trana.
| plesidl ot lenst o whole generation befors this
Lok svas vopngeesed.  Dorlng ull this time, anil
| posstbly for thires or fonr goenerations, tha re-
mmbranees of these ovents were lonting
fromy wionth to anouth nnd from place to place
In un utiweltten form:  henos it Is pro-
pornes]  Impimsibls that they shoulil hava
Pavinl ori merye from  sundry aceretions of
vl andd fable, especinlle na thosa wlho
hene b and eoponted them ware unlenrned poo.
ol taowhom faneiful (deds and cxnggerntions
| o Inera waore ne patiienl as thealethey hreathgd,
 Lanetly when the ook of Acts was tompofesd
wonnt kuown,  The Dest mentlon of it, arquota-
[ tioins from It ot whichwe have rosdrd neonrrsd
| inthelntter pnrt of the second century. Dug-
| ing the third and fourth esnturies it was re-

tiv

| '

i=

| yoetdd by tinny  RLudents ns spuarioas aml
untrustwaorthiy. Simdlar apinlons of it have
| Lwen kel by some mddarvic theologians, The

Cauthior af " Anelent Sacreil Seriptures,” how-
| ovar, holde that there 18 unquestionably a
vein of trustworthy and valuable historleal
foera ranuing through the stratum which s
lktiown aa the Acts of the Apostlen, To il
il to follow this vein and ta make from [t
wueh woieetfons nw promise to have o vital beny-
Ing wpotl religious thotghtunnd lives hias heen,
Pwe s toll, the object of the compiler,

The Apostolie Letters am acknowledged by
the author of the book before us, as by plmost
[ sl other students, to be thie oldest of all Chrels-
Dt writings, They are undoubtediy lettors
whirh were originally written by nbsent pns-
tors 1o thelr ¥arious ehurches, anil were doe-
slgnvd 1o ba read in publie to the members of

| thase ehprehes for thelr Inatruction and edifl-
citinn.  Of much |efters a great moany were
| written; wnly the mure Important of them

were pregerved by thoas 19 whom they were
adidradnel. Most even of thoss proservod na
Imigartant contnbtved so lttie of genernl ins
strnetion or intersast that when the ealleetion
whileh now ennstitutes the Epistios ot the Now
Ceatament wos made npothey woers not desme:d
worthy of presorvation, Ho it his eome to pasa
thnt the twenty-one letters now found inthe
New Testament, together with tho Four Gose
pela, the Aota of the Apastles and the Reveln-
tinn have came down to us simply as the sur-
vivals of the fttest out of that mnassof early
Chiristian wrltings to whinh the writer of the
| Feurth Gonpel might hava applisd his remark :
| "1 suppose that even the worlid ltdelf eould not
| hive vontained the ooks.” 4f the twenty-nne
lattors now embraecd In the Now Tostament,

| tiar, namaly, that to the Hebraws, the serond
Lol Totir, the second and third of John, were
P g tepudiatedd by many o spurious and un-
| wapthy esarvation: they are still held by
wnne sampetent amid Loraminded Investigie-
Pt to e, im vominan oty Wit Iy seapnnes of e shyorter
erters nteeiboted tof S Pl the produetions
not of thoss swhose names are appenidad to
Uenh, Livt wop anknoewn persons writhhig
trpder assamod nnmos, active which at the
L wis nllomablo and vommon.  Phe ontlor

4 LY Tt Saerel Seplptares,”t hiowss

Pt} Lrbdr al oof the Near Testiiment ot

tors, wWith vt of fhe Bptatlis  tae
P It gige i " el ] i Epistles
af dalin, ar Vit Ly wlunmoevar writtog,
Fovospythe Dostter to 1l Hashigows, so froj ety
il potsistont by dbeoriodg provies, by his jnile-

ment, when properly teanslatod and approe-
Ienilal, b e Gt of thin et Iri
struetive  neel  inapiring  partlons of  thee
i sliit Seviptites H the Isttips o thn
Tlomsanm, Ciorintly tinltiane,  Ephesians,
Pl gpptnte, (0 tiw, Mhossalonions  wml
Vitnotiin, el b Al e may e gl that they
veoc partiealariy valunble, s Lelng the only
Noew Testuient writings whioss fonl autlor
T s Wt s rm of semtaiity, Known
Phit St Paul weate or dictuted these lofters

oty v probinbde, ns alsa the faer that
thew aee thig oddent of a1l Clidisting Sepiptures
waieh biosve oo handdel wol to e The
vl ter fo thie Thoans wios undoishrad iy written

ahiout A b mod the other lotrers of St Panl
wf ubomt the sanme date,. With rogaed to the
rkoin which these apisiiea wern originally
pounsd, wo are invited 1o obaerve thit
in the whole rauge of literatups,
anvient or modorn, ara sentiments s majeat o
olothied dn words and phrases so inadegunte
for their eompiete comprohension, The truth
Ifthat tireek wasna foreigntongues to 'aul, as it
wan 1o the other New Testament authors, so
thint when he attempted to write or dirtate let-

T thie ipemk toxt s, nlie, auch tormes an ' Lopl,”" |

In “Renascent Chriatlanity ™ the nuthor
tnkes tp amd answers eategorienlly the gies-
tlons whioh nreo Hkely to he addrossc ] by
orthodox Chrintlans to representatives of the
| higher eritiolym.  Une often heard inguiey in:

ARE you ot exonoring yoursell th the chinriee

of “hereny '**  The nuswer (s “Thers ure no

terrors in this eharge, ne it hing been o familiar
| one to the author from eollega nnd theologlenl
weminary dars. CAfter the way which they
¢ill hereay, =o worshipged 1 the God of iy
fathoes ' for these thirty years past.” Of nsln
| tar kind I8 snother objection frequently
cotmnterad s “Ars von pot raviving Canclent
| horeslon whioh ware long ngo and rapentadly

coudemned = The rejldy Ik " You but it s
AWk In afder to move & roconslderation,
PN eces the Inguley, "Are von not aljare-

eariding the Wjanetion of Jesus, *P'ut pot new
,l wite (nto old hotthes . sew not pew cloth wpon
L old guement "2 The posponse mnde to this
L onbentfon is
witve allowiable, wl sometimes advisabilod
Hew Dt ]es o made It I8 wine to e up the
Glil " wine-sg s’ as bost e ean s il the new
garmonts pre patteried and preparsd 0t s
needfal to el up the alil This, howsver,
not as o Nnnlity, but only os 8 makeahife” In
conn=etion with this partledlar tople we aro
rentidid thiat Jesis Blmsel 0 and Lis apostles

| vsed pearly all of the outworn forms, formi-

Inries nnd symbols of the Jows with sntirely
new rientnlnga. For o gond many yenrs the
orthodox party among the Cheistinns, withithsir
Judnteings antocirenmelsion, blomly saerifves,
priestly sueccessions, temole-worship and othoy
aieh Ceasontinfs " nod Yessentiol moanings,
wasoverwholmingly nppermost. 8t Paul, for
a time nlmost sipgle-handod,  Luttled with
them thronghoaut his e, inststing upon using
the old toems formularies and symbols Inon
new and rathonal wav. After hin death, sue-
cessora (o the Panlins spirit and methods mul-
thplad and, fnnally, prevalled. Then, aml not
till then, wis the new wine put into new bottlos;
the new garmenta ware made out of new cloth,
Mueh the same thing took place at the time of
the Protestant Heformntion, which the repre-
sentatives of the highor criticlam regand as
unly the bezinning of the renaissance of
Christlanity, Twoeenturies befors Luther, lo-
dividual priests and salntly scholars began to
sk, it to Insiet upon uslng, old forms, for-
wularios and kymbols with meanings entirply
now.  THI Proteatantism waos a fact, organized
and established, this rational nas of frrational
ritinis, creads and sacraments wnin porsisted
in by dndividunls: at length, the various
corparate  hivdies of  Protestantism wern
vompelled to secept the ratlonal meanings and
ndopt new forms ol ritunl creeds and saeri-
ments approprinte to them. So hows (t been
evaranid averywhears in all elasses of reforms.,
Never s thers an abrupt transit from tho old
too tha new: the changes nre gradunl, Hrst in
the splrit, then in the letter. Not revolution
but reform Ia the meaning of renascent
Christianity ; Christianity springing up Into re-
newed life, and the renewed e In due time
assuming lta apnroprinte form : ro-forming it-
sell. ‘I'hile view of the matter helps our author
to anawar another question whileh ks fregquoent-
Iv put to the upholders of n eritionl study of
the Bible: "Are you not Inconsistont, nay,
gullty of nmort of hypoerisy io remnining ofM-
eially, or even nominally, conneeted with a re-
ligious biady which, as regards the large ma-
Jority, adheron to tha old spirit, a® well an et
ter, of ts helief 7 The anawer (s that " reform
como4 naver, except through the offorts of salf-
conseceristed, well-forgetting seformers, who
nre ln=lde the rellgions body that needs to e
reformed: and who (nslst upon the right to re-
main {uelde na long as free Interpretation and
friee speech ore granted to them. ™

Inthe mouths of olieetors to n eritieal stady of
thee Lilde: *“Why nob wiit for couneils, conyen-

religlous badies to do the “tving up " and the
‘putehiog, I these things =o mgch neod 1o L
dotie ¥ " Hy what nuthority ioest thow these
thifngs " The answer is glven t, thie words of
n well-known and highly vensrnted Amer|-
cian clergyman: " Alwnys there is the sama
danger whon you trust to pricsts and Loevites,
instead of leaving evary man to testify for the
truth. The priest goes on his side of the way on
his deearous journey. The Lesite goesan his, It
1% the outalde Sumaritan who listens to the
voies of God.  The Mormon Chureh of voster-
day or the Homan Catholie Chuteh of the Dark
Ages, orany of s little Protestant imitatars,
are all in the sume eondemuntion  From the
uaturs of the case they look bhackwnrd and
tlespine the word of prophecy. Most danger-

vampact organlzation, whers wenlth and Jig-
ulty andd prestiges combineto fnelst that Midille-
Aue dogmins shall be elampsd over the mouth
af the crantures of toqday, mien who have

bt tanght Ly  Hamibiton and Le Conte,
Parwin and  Agasalz, Morels andl Robert-
wirti,  Martinean  and  Stanley, Channing
afll Emarsan” To which  the author of

“Uenascent Chreistianity ™ wonld add that in
religion, ns alsewhare, individuals no loss than
carporations have righta, among which s the
right of free conselonce and free apesch. For
sixtean eoenturies the nutoeratio Chursh of
Bome and Protestant churches have tried to
supipress this right, bt An enlightened days
I

arel dne epliehtoned In evelesinntival i
thoritlea oan e no longer slnve holidars op
minvetilrivers, "Phe word of Liod im not

bound ™ any longer.  The emancipation of
thonght mod tongue hns bheen proclatmed in
Chureli as well ns Brate, In remaote ana de-
graded  communitiss nl “ecommunlons,”
slave holders and glave driversstill resist:nay,
thers ara many of the newly manumitted who
hug thair Lroken ohalnas and, sacf-like, dars
not spenk as the apirlt aesketh to glye them
utternnee.  Notwithstanding, to ol that nre
willing to ba freamen, the declaration of apirt-
unl independencs s an accomplished (aet,

Wa reprodire one more of the nuestions tn
which those wha insiat apon applying modern
scholneship to the Intereretation of the Nible
arvexpectnd toreply s Why continnathe uans of
suvh unseriptural terms as the Treinity and of
sl Apomtolle formulnries as the Nivene orsed
aud of mueh of the lnerguage common to the
wiitten wmd  extemporaneous deyntions  of
orthotax Chedstians, the iedioval and molern
meatlng of whivh is soowhilely different from
thechiellefs wntortiined by the nphalilers of the
higher eriticlam ¢ Why continue to employ the
terms whiel hmply bellef that, na you insist
neither Jdesus  nor any of  the  spinituasl
iitelligent  Christions of  the st
tenturics grtertilnsd?  An answer |8 siyg-
weill-Known  Ame
ol nowork an pat)
U Nlmsslt for otadulheg

s
v

Wi

hy

vl phivs]-
&Y, hins
ielent med eal
(g censed to possoss tliele
v U Nearly sl our meatonl
GnE lgnorinea 1
Preapite il our PIOLreas
nra vt nt il toy eertnin

| w
"
| fen
Drertns whieh hi
| orieinal signltienn
| v innh (G
Crhan onr know v ze
| i om il selenee, we

e

Fiestee

olel 1e el mee very Innadagunts, for even
Faie b Kivoownr Jimecinsos It provided wa

fopstand whnt they ment now atil to s,
||"J|-'k" Is pov setlous objection too thelr tise.

Tileoad, thecir it tar of niogs.
Fwity until sueh o thne as the fitller it of
| the various sha!l e unvelled : thon

thomp old aned largely meatingloss terms van
Ve el owill he geacually abiundonea i
sty grounds wonbl the authorof ** Bennne-
L eent Cheistinnlty " justity his smployment of

thealogival terminology. He would not duny
| that sieh terma ns the Velnity, sueh vrnpds as
| the Nieene, and such dogmatle or symbaiie
words as are widely wsed in orthodox instriges
thon as well ak devollon express lgnorance
mors than knowledge, " Doesplte our progross,
howaver, wa nre yot obligad to retiin them, (n-
adequate as they are, o convey our higher
meaning. As we seok not revolution but re-
foru, we must retain them untll rot only our
own knowledge, Lut also the knowledge of

retontion l4n

iligiia=e s
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"Tempordry expedionts wee )= |

We pass to another guestion which 1s ofton |

tions or anthorized comprttess of the groat |

ous, s I believe, to llherty of conscience Is a |

! struct, in more complete. There in no sarioun
objrotion to this, provided we understand, and

also try to make those whom we gulde and | been waitlng to be fAlled, and

| tench underatand, what they rusan now and th
i us Under such conditions thelr rotention |s
| allowable, and parhaps indispensable, until
auch atime as the full moaping of thealoglral
truth shall have beon unvelled™
When did the notlon of Infallibility firet nt-
toch iteelf to the Bible Y The nnswers glven to
this and many another intereating auesstion
by the roprossptatives of the highor eriticism
will e found st torth on pages 17201008 of
| " Ronascent Chrlstinnity.”  As regards the 050
Testament, the Iea of Infallibility was first
nesoeinted with the Pentateucdi: that Is to say,
the flvn booka attelburid to Mosos, or the Law,
na It was called. For o long thme the Infadlitdi-
Ity evon of the Pentatench snems to have been
something very  lutangible  anmd  shadowy
Thowe pacts of the (Nd Testament which wers
callall by the Jews T Propheta’ same
next to he wo looked upon, whilse the parts
[ then known as Hoglogeaphn, or Chetubin,
| and ineluding such books as the 'salms, this
Proverts and dob, which today are generally

o el by blghier esteem thian any other of the O]

Testnment booka, did pot rome to be regardod
| aw yanlly snered jnueh before the time of
| Chrlst. Even at tho time of Christ, all this

sectlon of the O Tostament wos rankel

mueh lowaer in wuthority op saorolpess than
| the vest, Aw to tho New Testiment weltities,
| the Eplstles soem to have como to Lo destinm
| muthoritative considerably earlier than thi
Gospels or the Acta, For o long time, nt the
very least twao esrpturies, nons of the New
Tastnment writings was lnoked upon by tThae
Chiristion Chureh ns bolng egunlly sacrod with
the toaks of the Old Testimoent. Uhrees or four
venturies possed awny before it was dechied
which particulnr compositions, out of a [nego
number of weltings produced within o eeutury
or two nlter the donth of Jesus, should be -
eluded in the New 'estument canon.

As a mnttor of fact, the dootrineof the Bille's
Infullibility. In the righl acnaes now widely
known and tnnght, was unknown to tha eariy
Cheistion Chureh. Tondeed, it did Dot come
Into oxistence until the middle of the sixteenth
century, not having bheen halid originally by the
anrlieat and greatest of the reformers.  1The
Catholle Chirel has never adopted 1t Even f
we grant that the Bibie was origioally Infallible,
o in other worils. that the hooks were written
in sueh o marvellons way as to insure their
tufatlible correetnoss at the time of the weir-
Ing: If wo grant. also, that all the booka which

have been sxoluded  from the ennon  of
the Ol Testumont amd of the New are
just the ones that ought to be excladwd,

nnd that all whioh have been jneludod are just
the ones that cught to be Ineluded, and thnt
all which have bsen lost wers spurious, so thint
the loss doss not afect atall the perfection of tha
eanon—though we should geant allthis, how far
shionld we have got to the sertalnty that the
| Bible which we hold In our hands G- day 1 in-
| fntliblo < (s, that la 1o any, Infallihle ax ot cones
| tewa? Inother words, grant that the stream
an ir bognn lte couras far baeck (u Palosting
twenty-two, or twenty, or elghteern, or sixteen
ecoanturies ngo was (Hfaliible nt [ty outset, what
assurance have we that now, after a wandering
and winding down through the Jdark maze
of the ages, It o still (nfallille?  After wo
have got the wrltings all Infallibdy written, and
| aftor wa tinve got thom all gathered together,
Just as they should be, Intos ranon or lnfalll-
| ble collestion, we have still got ty devise n way
| o gather them together in modern times with-
outerroror change, It is eortaln that, at the
| pressut day, translitors, notwithatanding the
| help affordad by an extensive exnository and
| eritieal apraratus, arevary falliblo heings Wors
| the transiators of precoding agos, who trana-
| Inted Hebrew (nto tirsek and Latin, and Grask
| il Latin into English, and Hoebrew into Eng.
| sk in conneetton with the Old and New
Teatament books, miraculously  preservid
from making errors? If w0, what mean the
many thousands of ermrs which the great
| Commisston of  English Schaolors, inviteil
soms twenty yonra ngo to make for us a new
| English verston of the Bibds, fosnd i the eure
rent verslon authioriael by King Jamos® It
was polnted out at the time when the reviaml
transintion was pubdished thar, [n the text of
the Now Testmment alone, the whale nun
ol vartous remlings ox o hundred tt
surel. Some of thess varintions, it s trne, wy
cUght, and i no way affeet the sense
| agnin, are mnrked, and affect the sense mate-
I rinhy. For example, the celelirnted text eon-
i cartiie the three heavenly witnesscer (dahling, |,
| B T 8 the toxt whideh for o thousand years
| hns been the strongest seriptaral bulwark of
| the doetelas of the Treinity, Is now aelinfrisd on
all hiands to be an Interpolation.  What, then,
| beromeraf our infallible Bikle 2 Tt has meltol
awar into thin ale, if thers bo a single link im-
perfest in all the 2000-yeurs-lnng ehain of
prescrvation and trannmiesion ol the originnl
writingsdown to ua,

1L

| Amnng the recent Ameriean publisations
| which exemplify the higher eriticlsm of the
| Bible, we should not ovearlodk the hook enti-
|t A History of Christianity In the Aos-
 tolle Age,” by Die. Arthuare MoGiffert, Profpdsor
of Charch Mistore in the Union Theological
Nominarer, i(Seribners ] It fs ovident that the
author of this volumes [sthoraughly conversant
with the work performed by Germnn nnd
Duteh sehinlars In the Interpretation of the

New Testament, His authoritios are con-
tinually  elted, eithesr In the text or
in fontnotes. We may sav ot ones
that, with referencea to  many  eontro-

vertsd points, the author oecuples a conserva-
tiva posttion.  Ila is, for sxamyple. in gensral
nerecnient with 'rof. Hoarnaok as to the ehro.
ooy of Bt Paal's Hile, the Interpestatlon of
The purpose of the Epistle to the Hobraws, the
general estimato of the pastoral opistles, the
conviction that the secoml Epistle of Petor i3
really the only pesudonymous work In the
| New Testament. and the reoognition of the
| Book of Acts an based, In the maln, on trust.
worthy sources. Wa add that the aim of tha
work [n positive and not negative, constructive
anil not destruetive,

This volume, although Its purposa (s to pre-
sent n history of Chelstianity n the npostolio
age, containse neceasarily mueh that falls
properly within the provines of apscinl warka
upon Naw Testament llterature, nxogesia or
theology.,  For, of couras, the apostolic age In-
cludes the ngo of the New Testamaent, nnil In
tha pages of tha Intter ara set forth the
thoughts nni deeds of the leading asturs in
tie hilstory. The Nest chopter 15, noeordingly,
duvoted to an pecount of the areigin of Cliris-
tinnity, after which the autlior djscusses the
primitive Jewinh Christinnity which proceded
the work performed by Paal. Tt J« the litter
topie thnt constitutes the prinelipnl subyeet of

e hank Thera are suppletiental chapters,
howosver, which trnen the histery of the e
veloping Cheareh nod examine the Christinnity
ol the Jobanning writings and the radieal
Paulinism avalved by the tinostios and ather
rectarion

Tl most eharactariatio fentare of the firat
clhinpter s a paragrinph in whieh Praf. MocGlTort

indirates what he desms the secrst of the his- |

turical signiflennce of Jesun. After pointing
out that Jesus the Christ has besn thought
nf almost from the beginning o the inear-
nntion of the Delty, and as the perfect nni
Idleal man, the author submits that. os a

mutter of Inot, It was not upen His delty nor
| yet wpon the perfection of Ills hamonity
that i diseipies  founded thie Chrstinn

Chvrerhe The men whom He gathersm! about
Him regorded Him In nelthor of these pspooty
Thoey theught of Him only as the Messinh, nnd
tho foct thiat He deft a obeeh tehind Iim ine
=teaed of aomern name, and that e is known to
history as the fonnder of o religion amd not s
a mars siage o prophst, (s historleally due not
womuch to any unlqueness, elther o charaes
fer ar In His nature, as to the convietion
which he suceeeded In lmparting to s fal-
| lowers that he was the one who had been
| pnromined Ly the prophsts and long awaited by
| the Father, The power of His personality is
! resealed by His success In imoressing thut hes
| Jiof upon them, In spite of the diMeultiss with
which it was heset, He might have been, how-
ever, all that He was as & teacher, and as a
wonder worker, and yet have accomplished

Others, |

l

Porinmity thint

little more than John the Baptist did had He |
not stepped into the pinee which had Ao long
heoomir the |
contre of the acenmulated hopes and expecta-
tlona of canturios, 'The tloapol of the Fathor-
homlof God which He prenchod s eminently
fitted to retarm nnd Beantify and anve the
livim of men, but the pronching of that Gospel
wolilld not [1selt have resulted In thie Christinn
Churel, Only the balief in desns's Mensinlishin
vonlid affoct the great historle movemant whioh
Lenrs, ot His personal, bt s oflelal nime,
In hits second eliapter, Prof Mefiiffert eons
Kidera the offeet upon Josus'n disciplos of His
denth and of the aventsthat followsd. Tt eould
not be otherwise than that & change in their
thinking snd living ahould be wrought by such
orcarrences That ehange was momentotus in
It conmeguaness,  Thero nre iany Indlcations
i our Gospels that, during His [ifetime, the
tollowers of Jesus were look ing forward to His
spevils aktablishment of an earthly Kingdom,
Iven His annonneament of e death does not
seem to have changed their expectntions in
thin regarid.  If ther belleved He eold die,
they evidently bollevod, also, that His death
would only usher in the consummition, and

thiut he  would immodintely " appear upon
thee clowds ns  the  ponguering Messinh,
to sct up Hisw kingdom  woon vacth ”"lli
to aswert His dominion over all  peoples
Even aftor His rosvirrection, the  diseipiles

wonm still to have held for o timo sgbstan-
tally the mame fdene His dsnth, unaceom-
panlod ae it wan by convineing evldanne of hia
Moaniahwhilp, had Lewildorad nnd st ressed
them, but His retppearanse hind rovived wll
thielr old hopes In an uwnelinnged form, and
they sxppcted pow the Lnmedinte aveampliah.
mient of that for which they had bean sa loug
lonking. ‘The reaurrection, they thousht, muet
Lit for thls and no othere purpode. 1E was not
for this purpose, hinwever, nnd they spesdily
diucaveral the faet,  Jesus renppeared, indeeod,
Bt ar wwas onle to leave them mpealn anid aseond
tis heaven, His davarties, then, minst mean
onigof twothings: ¢ ther thelr hopes ware valn
gl the kingdom upon earth Tor which they
hind been bool g was never to have an sxist-
pries, or olse the timae for (s establishiment
was not yet came It was ol the grentest hijs-
torie moment that the diselples pdopted not
the former, but the Intter alternativie, 'he
pontrees of our Information show that they, and
nlmost tha entlre anely Chureh after them, eon -
tinuad to bolisve that an earthly kingdom was
vorto be founded by the Christ. it I the
tima for lts establishment wae postponsd by
deaus’sdoparture from the enrth, It wan ovi-
dent that the work of preparntion must go on,
and this thera was thrust upon the diseiples a
new and unaxpected duty. Upon them restod
the rospansibility of eareving on, untll the
congumation, the work which Jesas hail bie-
gun. Ther felt themselves now onllsd to take
ip the tisk which He Bad Indd down ; ealled e
suterupon A new misddon, which wnis not ta
until e rotaened o glory upon the
olomls of henven, Up to the time ol Josus'a
death they had heen simply follhiwers: now
thoy wors to be lepilors. Whils Ilo wus with '
them they had slmply to Jegrn of Him, taat=

tod Him, ter e Tlis fuithful adharents, that
they mighit be pondy 1o shars with Him in the
glory afthe coming kingdam. Now thera fell
to thamn nether task  they mitst seek to pro-
pure others for the consummation, as lla ha!
propnemd theol ; thov must gathor discioles fnte
the kinedin os He had done: they must, i
they  ecoulll,  seenrs for Him  the adhe-
vinen of the Jewish nation, whish had re-
jeoteed . Him,  In opder  that the  nn-
tion na n whola might become the king-
ilam of Gied Tt was thisachsn of 4 new auty
toid poapiniaibdlity that lod the dissiples whio
bl betalken themanlvon to Ginlileo baek tiv
Jerusalem  Thoeresolva to dischnrge this duty
marks the ronl starting point o the history of
the Cliaeeh, That Christianity has Ll n his-
tory (s duato thoe faet that the diseiples did not
rorutn disheartenod te their old pursaits and
Hyvoon as if they had nover known' Jesus of
Nuzarath, but that, on the econtrary, Nlled
with tha bellef that thele moster still Hyeed,
annl con=ctons af holding & comuilsslon from
I, they Bodeal thiempsnived togothor withod e
deternilnation to complete s work and o
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It l<inthe shapter on primitive Jawiah Chris-
Praf Meriort discusacs tha s
catled Ceilt of tongues” which was hostowed
utot the iseiplos npon the doy of Pontoenst,
and which is commonly supposad to mean that
they aeguieed the power of speaking forvign
Lingunges  whtch they had nover Isarnis)
Phite, dndosd, 6 as=erred by the autlinr of
this book of Aeta iwhother Luke or another),
who says that the persons present heard the
diselples speaklng fn the lingnages severally
natlve 1o the auditora. It has heen sue-
gested that the anthor's representations wirn
e to nmisuvderstamling on his part of the
then ecnnmon phenomenon of the glossalnlio,
arsing from the fact that he hnd, himsaif,
never witnessod {t. As, in two ather pas-
pages of the Acts, however, the glossolalin in
mentioned In the eprrect Pauline wav, pome
other reassn must be given forthe misinter-
pretation of  the Dentecostal phenamenon.
Prof, Metiiffert opines that the reason may ho
found in the g e which surronunted thp
Infant Cloareh f the eyos of it historian, who
was, himsell, far removed from the prents
which bo reconds,  Under the circumstoness
D vontld hinpdiy nvalil investing familiar ocenr-
rences with marvel and mystery. At any rato,
whatevar bo the enitse of his misunderatanding,
itis eartain that his conception of the phenoms-
enon is borne out nelther by Peter's apeech
reforrirg 1o the same  Ineldent, nor hy
his own aceaunt of the further evants of the
day, From variaus passties in the Now Tosta-
ment wo loarn that o peenbtinr gift, known ns
ths “glit of tongues.” was widoly exerclsed in
thie Apoetolie Charel, and  Prof. MetGifTort
dirests attentlon to the fourteenth chupter of
T'aul's Firat Eplatle to the Corlnthinns, where-
In.am he thinks, the general nature of the gift
Is made plain, The term glossolalin, or gift nf
toneues, seems to have been npplivd to frenzied
or aeatatie utteranres unintelligitla hoth to
the speakern and the hearers, ecxeopt such na
tlght ba andowed by the Haoly Bpirit with an
eapecinl  capacity  of  Interpretation, Tha
epenkar was  aupposod  to bo  ecompletely
under the contral of the Bpirit, to bs & mers
poasslve instrument in its hands, and to be
moved and playad upon by 1t He was
not sndowed with the pawar to sponk In fors
vign longuages: his words wars divine, not
human words, and had no relation whataver
toany intelligihle human tongue, It wins not
unnatural, therefore, that the spenkars shonld
ROPORT L0 unhelleving auditors to be demented
orintoxieatod, ns P'aul tnipllea was not (nfne
auently the easo, 1t s further pointad out that
riowhera in Peter's diseourae, whiclh canstl-
tutes our most trastworthy sonese of Informa-
fon eonearning whont actually oceurersd on the
iy of Penterost, (< thers any rolarencs to the
wsr af forelen langunges by s fellow diselplios,
not oven when he unilertakes to defend them
n@nlnst the chargo of denkenneas, Nelther in
there any hint dn the New Testament writings
that the disciplen aver made ase In thelr mls-
slaniary Inbors of thele milraculons power to
spenk in forelgn langunges, nlloged by the an-
thorof the Acots ta have been conlerred upon
them an the day of Pentecost

In the samp ehaptor on primitive Jawish
Christinnity thers (5 an attenipt to explain how
thn tollowers of Jesus cama to be ealled Cliris-
tians, The author of the Acts roports that the
disciples nf Josus woare onlied Christiaos irar
in Antioeh. Toeitus, i we poeept the nuthen-
tivity of the passpges, said that the Homnns
ealled them by this nome in the time of
Nera, nnd somm seholars hnve consequentiy
thought that the pame hind I's origin in
Home. Bur Lipsius lins shown that the waornl
i Creek, not Latin, belog formed aflter the
unalegy of proper agjectives in -nnos, -lonos,

whirhh were vory commonly emplovml hy
the  Grrenks of  Asia ns party demigna- |
tlone, ‘Thea term  might, therelore,

¥ have originated  in Antieh
MoGiffert, however, loos ol st

probabile thar it was fiest ured by thee dise
for they callad themaeslves commoniy Aueps
or Hagioi; nor s it likely that it was used by
the Jawa. forthey could not have aknowledged
tho disciples of Jeaus as followers of the Mes-
siah. The Jews commonly called them Nuza-

"

!

renos, or the “Beat of the Nazarenes." The
ward Christinn was doubtiass first employed
by the henthens, the word Christ belng mis-
thkenly understood by them not s o tit)e bt
asa proper name. The Invention of the sord,
WAt wam due 1o the heathen, impllos that the
Chriatians oot alrendy Docotme more or lees
sharply distinguished from the Jews, and that
they were recognlzed nn a soparate, HFonot
wholly Indepsndent,  rellighvis  woot Thint
this ahould have bheen the case ot sn early
Itk Antloth is what we shioulid expest o Luko's
report of Chenthle vonversions thivee bis noeoptied
Suech wnelreumelso] Gioht o Vhiistinns eould
not become nopurt of the Tewish Charel, It
was, thernfore, Inevitplde, ns thele fim e es in-
proased, that they should constitute, ofiher
wlone or In eompany with sueh Jowlsh Chrise
tinus as had thrown off the restraints of the
Mosnie lave, n communlty of thele awe, whiely
had Bt rellgtons Hee pot withio but without the
dewish synagogue, 5o soon s this state of
Affiirn axiated, the conditlons wers presant
whilch made the rlap of the special name
“Christlan ' possthle, and 1 ean hinelly hnve
peen very long befoee the unnge was colned,
What (il Panl o for Clielstiondty * I his
answer o this gues<tion Peof. Metiiffort tnkos a
milddle ground  botween those who wonkl ex-
nggerato ped those whoowoulil elregmseribo
the dnportanee of Panl's wisek,  Tust whnt b
nesamplidled Is ths deflned s Ponl wik ot the
founder of Christinnity ;. he was anly [ts great-
cat misabonaty,  The Gentlle Cliteel, the
Chureh of the world at Inrgs, owes lts cxlstonon
and its rapld strongeth very lacsly to him; bt
it wos by noomedns n Ponline Chureh; it wasa
Chirlstlon Chiureh, nond there was rooin I it ns
the event provedd, for many ather coneeptions of
the apelthan the particulnr conception whil:h
Punl Wanselt prenched, Ontalde of Flidonitle
efreles s nntme was always hald I Wigh honoer,
bt the Christinnlty of the worlilaehnireh of
the secomd and subsegquent centurios has [1tles
likenoss totha Christinnity of the spistlec to
the Gialntinns, Corinthinns and Bomans, This

| doos not mean that the topebings of Paul wers

ontirely neglected or misanderstino] Sodie
of those tenchings are reproduced omans
post-T'uline writings, Yot oven whiere they

are thus fourd they appear In nearly every
case in proportions and in relptions GHTerent
from thows in whiloh they weprs  originilly
uttered, and combined gith other Lilens etitire-
Iy forelgn to Fagl s thought. Now ore slonjent,
now another, of his teaching I8 seieed ton by
this or thnt Chiristlnn, aoel tolt 1€ glven a prong-
Inent or even a controlllng place in BN svateni,
it Paul's eonecption of Christinnity js (ost
Almost no one looks wpdin thi Gospe] prosisely
ns 'nul loaked, or repircalueos Lid inrerpreta-
tlon of It in dts arlginnl prosgairtions

This remurkabla lnek of o genulne Taulinism

In the writings of tho enrly Chelstlans s
attrilaited by  D'rof.  MoGifTert  In some
moensaurs to the fact that Paul’s tenchings,

which wora Intgely the frait of his own expe.
rienes, wore too profonmd to baappeseinted] by
the mnass of hin eonverts, whio possosgiod jio
aueh rellgious natire ne Lo wos oilowed with,
nnd whe lind passed theough no such splritual

erisis ns had vrecsdod his eorversion to ths 1

Christinn fuith, The alwenee of a tede Paalin-
Ism is nseribod more Inrgoly to the faer that
I'nul was not tha only wilssionaey of the kind

atid that multitudes of Gentile Christlans ro-
eeivied  the ' Gospel  from other lips than
hisn. Thin was  trus  of  thy ¢ hrigtinns

of Aloxarilrin, n elty which he never vislted,
and of Jlome, whera ho spont the elosing
years of his 1, It was teie, also, of muany
preovinees Iying both east nad west of his mis-
sonnry Nield, and even of mAny conimunities
within the territory whieh e partinliy coverad,
Thua Pontus and IHthenla on the anst, Gaul,
Epain anid North Africn on the west, wors nsver
vinited by him, and even In the provines of
Asin, where he Inbored ao long, Coloasme, Lio-
dieon nnd Hiernpolls, liad not eoen his fnea 11
even those who owed their copnversion direetly
to him proved commonly unnhle to apprehend
thie tull nature and slgnillennes of hils tonok-
Ines, mueh leks wna It to e expected that
those who kuew him only Ly reputation, or
those who henrd him anly after thele own con-
coptioma of Christianity were aleeady formad
niiid ervatndizeal, should understand his
el nnilmake it thelr own. Stlll less was this
10 b looked for when tho Gospal which they hind
soetlved fram dthers wis eommon!ly Inr mora
In line with thelr own previons thought and
exporionen, and thus far more ensily conpre-
hended nind peesptivl,

Thie Gespel which was bronght to the Gentile
world by other missionaries than Paul it is
pronounesd impossible to peconatract 1y nll (s
detalls; for the sourses uvon whieh we have to
depend forour knowlisiage of it are very limii-
vl Prof, MaGifTert belioves, howoever, that the
maln substanee of it san by reproducm] with
sonme degres of confidonce.  Upon one eapital
ralnt allofthe mis<japariesto the Gentles wera
in agreement, both with cach other and with
I'aul, TPaul belloved that the Gentile Christlan
i freo from the obligation to obsarve the Jow-
Ishinw, Allthe men that earciad the Gospel
to the heathen world were commonly agroead,

.

mureover, that tha  Jewlsh  Christian, s
well na his  Gentlle  bieother, |4 free
from sueh obligntion. Thin principle needed
mora  tima  than  dul the other 1o sseara

wenernl recognltion, In Jerusalons, ong alter
the freedom of Gentile Chiristians hod Lieen aid-
mitted, the djseiplos of Jowish bieth sontinmed
fo obissrve thelr ancestral law in all (bs strict-
noss and to dnslst apon the Aoty of ali theie
Christlon eampitrints to do the sanme. Thers
ean be pno doubt' that thers wers at that tima
many Jewish Christinna outside of Prlestines
who followed the smme eourse, ut thern
were many, nlea, and prolabily fnr more whao
belleved In the abrogation of the national code
for Jowlsh ns well as Gentlle disciples Pvan
before Paul entersd  upon his  milssjonary
vareer there wore those who helil this opininn
and netod wpon 16 in Antioch and elsewhope
auites Independently of him. As time possed
and Christinnlty sprend eathier more whlely in
the loman world, and the Gentlle contingent
grow ever Inrger nmd more Influential, the
numbar of such Joewish Hlnrals must bave in-
creased with great raplidity. It was inevitable,
indesd, that thoss who etill elung to the old
forms and refused to mest their Gontlla breth-
renon equal terma should find themanslvee in
an aver more hopeleas minority, and that the
Church at lnrge shouald go lta way without se-
ricualy conearning themssives about them
T'rof. MeGifTert deems It n mistake to think
that tha question rempined n burning one for
tiny length of time. All tha writings of tha
Nrat contury benr witniess to the eontrary
It will not Ao to explaln the lnek of referpnens
ta the eontroversy touching the Mosale (aw
i the nop-Pauline Hteeatdre of  that
tury by ausuniing a desies an the part of the
writars to rlse abiove the difforonces that had
agitntad tne Chareh and to conmtruet a platform
upnn whieh both parties conld stanid. Such an
nastmption I8 disearded nx granndivas In the
hissk Bofore e, The teath b deelneed to be thiat
hsre was o werfous dispute at the time when
that liternturs was writtan, and that the can-
Troversy had wever bven g0 whlosprend s to
ipress its memory upon the Charelont large
Thot Chvistinns, both Jowivh and Giontile, wery
antirely froe feom the abiligation te obsesrys the
law of Moses simply wont without saying in
most portn of Christendom avan bofora the
timoof P'aul’s death.  Thers was no rensan
whatever for s Christing writer to spomild aither
time or thought upon o question that conesrned
neither hiimesslf nor lils brothron,

-
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Now et us recure to tha fundamental ques-
thon, how far dao these nnd other ropresnntn-
tves of the higher ecitielsm vonslder that thvir
viows Limpale tho ermd (e of the Bib'e? We
whall Ist them rebly, and, so fir us this tany be
proetienlde, in theieawn words

Hov fure ns the (A "Tostament is eonerroed,
the theory that the vowel goints nnid areents
were original and inspired has been so ut-
terly disproved that no Biblienl selolar ol
presont day woulld  voenture to datond
Lackiug this suppart, however, how ran
the thoory of verbnl fuspleation stand?  Look-
ing ut the deetripe of vepbal
from the comparatively humble viewpaint of
meraly toxtual critielsm, we must PO -
niea that there cau bha no Inspiration of
the written letters or uttered sounds of the

LTE
i

Inspiration |

| Berpptore

nresent Hobrow texts: for the prosent written
econsonants are transliterat ons of the original
Hetrew lottors, which have been lost, and the
vowel sounds are teaditional and 1o many ros
srects artifiein] and uneertaln. Whi'e there in
nogenerl vorreapsndence of thess lotters anid
sonmila, s that they glve substantinlly tha
nriginal, they do not give exnetly the orlginal,
Pl anspdreantion muast, Aerefore, He back of the
seritten Jetters nud the uitarsd sounds, and be
sttt dn that which & common alike to
thee alil chovaeters and the new, nlike ta
the utterance of the volee and the construction
of the pdi, mamely, b they eoneepts, 1he sensa
nnd meaning that they convey, So much for
the nssertod hoaring of even textunl eritliciam
wpon the theory of plonney and verbal inapiras
thone Now, for what advanced Bblieal schols
ars dostars 1o be the efMeet of the higher eritls
clswm upon Lo credibility of Seripture, That
thern wre errors andinconsistencies in the press
fit texte of our Bible it 18 valn to deny, Ne-
By dondes it 1t 15 ot denled by those whoe
insist wpon the plenaey inspleation of the orlgs
Inad ntographs, which we do not possess, and
ennual home to sacure, Thers are chronuologl-
el eoginp ol and othorelreumstantinl mise
tnkes  Such elreumstnntinl and ineidental
errors, however, ns arlae from Inadvertenes
orlack of informntion on the part of an ad-
thar are not an impeachment of hia eredis

hitiry It wo  woulid distinguish  botwesn
raveintlon and  uspiention, and yet  Insiat
upwtt aserihing nhsolute  inorraney to the

Intter as woell as to the former, wo virtually
Ao away with any distinetion  hetwesn the
ferms. No mere man ean escape human
wrrors, tinless divine rovelation shall ket aven
themo=t familine things in n pow and infallible
Hhit onid nfsn so ecantral him that he cannot
mise a sty of the eye or the hand orcommit a
fuult i the imaginntion, In conception, in roas
sondngs in rhietarienl lgure or in grammatical
axpres~ion: ol indeed, so raise him abave
his tellows, contemporars nnd posterior, that lia
sl sie theonzh all their ereos in selonesand
thileeophy ns wellas in theology, and antieipnte
the dlsooveries to be made in nll branches of
knowlodee by thonsands of vears. Freora of
Ilvertenes In minor  details, where tha
author's positlon nnd ehnreterars well known,
Ao ot ddesteoy his craditality ns n witnoss In
mO Y Literaturs or any eonrt of justies. It 16 not,
thon, o b peesured thnt divine inspiration
Hited the author abova his nge nny maore than
Wias nocessary ta convey Jdivine instroetion
with intuliible cortalnty to mankind. We have
to tuke Into necownt the vxtent of the author's
B knowiodae, bis potnt of viow and tvps
of thonght, his mat holeof reasoning and (1lgss
rrnthon The wubistanes ol the tenehings cons
vevid miny boinfallible, shile, at the spme time
the manner in which it |s transmitted by the
W intermediary may bo apen ta eriticism,

Now the higher eritlelsm distingnishes tas
win the divine: substunoe aml the diterney
phonomenn which canstitite the human mes
Wium It piengnizos fanlta of grammar, of
rstorio and logo in the Hobrew and Christinn
Foriptares The muthors of the Ol Testamoent
the danguage with  which they wore
frenilins s some of them elnssio Hebriew, athors
af thoem dinleetie and corrnpted Hobirew, Some
of them hnve o good pross style s others of thim
hove wodull tedions, peduntic style. Rome of
them are povts of the highest rank: others of
them write such nferlor poetey that one 4
surprised that they did not use prose. Same
of them roason elearly, orafonndly abd convines
Ingly s others of them reason tna ooae, obseurs
il ineonvinehig manner,  Sotne of them pres
sonttraths ke intuitions of Hght : othors inbor
with then, amb eventunlly, deliver them in
vrwdn and wndeveloged form.  The pesults of
the study of them show that, fn nll these ras
wpweots, the Biblical authors wers left to thems
selves, tatheir own individualities oridiosynes
erasies. Al thesa mntters belong 1o the mans
ner and methoml of imparting  inetraction,
Frrors in these formal things de not impaire
the infullibility of the substance, the religlous
instruetion ftsef

They wore men ot God, and, it wa may
Mmidege from the resnlts of their work, thay
woere gulded by the Wivine Spleit in their npe-
trehension  and expression of  the Jivine
teaching. But. nlso, if we may jadge fram thoie
Voot weams gnost probinbte that they wora
notgiided 1o the Divine spicit in thele grani-
rrar b thedr rhetortes i theie ogte, o thele ae-
rangement of thelr materids or in thefr gan-
erileditorind worle Ineall thess niattors thisy
wore it to theirown tadement nml wors sy f«
Tored tooeomemit such arrors a8 ovon the nost
fithful wd serupulous writer will samatin e
commit, Unloss warabhe sone sych st lon,
weo shonld expise oursslses to the peril of
makipe the Holy spivit responsibln for bad
geonmar foran incoreecl s of words, loe
Invleeant expressiomes nl for 0 disardory
arrnangement of materinds g an offones wly o
witk petunlly choreed upon the eritles of the
ventary Ly their

th

M)

carliogt

The nssumptionfof literal nsplratian
nemided

j-"!
faith in Ok

lie &

]
h

L1

1930 by
b B T U
rovingal:
and ueedfal

Womemarnlds
LECR N PR
. grent

Mot

ol

whinh Chrlst

W o
Ioinist

tinth

e foaring tiv conlos<, dlo, by

pverdolig, et men e inih
m ke nomnn's Liedy, w )
pearts v bigt for the proeseeeation of the
wind iy be it withont deatn, Tl
I= thes ol of ek ittt e anad the Joreers
the beuly or v o T et plne
Tremd, Lo’ sroant Deealigue,  Hape
nonted the Lard’s  Supper s thie viinl
ot Chelstbionity Itselt - Phe O Testine
pent detter owritten ns wo o have
Fara's tiuo: s thiat vohisle, ns the ravelie
tion of thuse times wis 1 as, 6ftor Christ's
Icarnnt lon ane ansion. the Spinit wasimors
whundantiy given, aml the rovelation moes
]'--rl'--vt and sendol, woc the deetring Is more
wly, nnd the vehicls nml body, that e, the
words, fire less ||l.’u-r1’-~-'l fited Inore sure tn us,
Noothat he that doutteth the teath of oe
wonrds An the O Testiment, e of somne ol ee
eunEtatmes It Now, ligs o ponson, tliepas
fotoodenbitaf the Christian pediglhon, wheronf
L] WEILInGS e bgr tlie yolilede o Loy
sulilelent to wscvrtaly usof the truth of the
Bistary and diweteige :
When and how, then, diws the higlier ofilis
olsme vonie bnto eontbiet with the aathority of
Seriptu Woarstald imoropiy thnt o would
Cone Inta nurll,--r it found that the doeteinal
stivtemoenta of Seriptitre are not muthoritative
Gtd thnt its revelations o8 to truthes of supremo
Importanee pre noterediblo. It the eredibilit
at i ook, eonsiiterod ns owhole, i fmpencho:
its divine authority and insvleatlon nre  |pye
petinhed by the snme stioke, To destroy the
erodibility of tha substajioe of & book, eons e
erml’ us Whale, however, something more
oot b nddiicsd thin ereors in matters of a-
tadl that Ao not affect the anthor's acope of
wrgimientor his religioun teachings, Asumits
ter af faet, the advocates of tha higher oritfs
elang ntaintain that it hias stesngthened rither
tharwenkenad thoceradibility of Soeiptare, I
it stidbed the human fentures of 1o |
il browght ot the variety of form mtid el oop
st by thie divine pesolition. Muny of 1his
sthptnsed dneronsisteneies hinve hosn fosund 1
Lo difTerent mimles of ™ eseniting thie
e, conplementary niather, nnd cone
bt toy give a fufler tntion than any
O TECR T PR A TR R T ool hinve given, ns
Tl twan sliloes 0f 1 mTeereovaen s KIVa M P te
tatlon RutarriGr ta that of the ardiniry pliotne
gl The nnlts of binportant <1 PIGONL e
sepved I e midst of sueh diversity of frorm
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il ol s prononnesd mael re convini-
g than would e suehnoungty of mern eninele
b s the aliler lovrmonises solght ti ulie
| Liin by st ek wtraititniae the Roripturos
i the pn v badd of their halr-splittir g
Aldi netloism, Many of the suppose) ineon
sisteneies lipvn boon fonnd 0 mrine from Jife
ferent  wtiges  of  divine  revelation, in
vl luol Wiy Lol o) to the wosk-
CR

et nnd guve 1o
K s they worn nbile to ape
proprinte sod held uge tos thom sach iloals s
Phey wold be atale 14 understand in respeot 19
Pheir ethiical Lonuty I8 uot in all thelie derails,
frlluvr -l-np-r----'l neonwistancios hove resultod
fpomn thie popaaine and uns 1 1 1 vl
the Bihle, which has sip '.l f\ll"lI:;F ) #”mf
Periagile of G S AT ront ages niil in cOntete
lorms b te avoid the alistraet, St athes Ny
nent inansisteneies aee dup 1o the pspler's

posnth Koo

D B appreclite T pootle g Sinage
tive elanmpentes i the WL, to alnsk, thst :‘_
thatie sepse om the vt ol the | roreter.
Pl sieh Hilleuition tha Wr oritie

Iy
cl=m s aleond sy pemovied aind s it way of
potapoavitinr bl s
Ve purg (e Ties of e atelont Holirew
Historians was oo give o Wstory of (vnid'a rovs
onprive workines 00 wis resdfal that thisera
shondid b e emsentbnd ervors i thie necount of
sredemptive foets and dgeneios, but it wis
el bl thne vhere =lonidod b pes gyl rmigom

s o bt firew it pretesn w0 ik ne
it | rrorm il hivve the roe
s the redomnptive favte. Now,

iof thise ini=tnkes, diser
I hinve 2l
critelsma gllaturto 1]
Bibbwst hintory Tl

tatiaes and ereorn
4l by the higher
at rehigiogs faasnng ot

e

ey lorspiips il e onl
ones the eredibiliey of which o I|I nr:
vanesrned toodelend. Al other things e
to the human frumework of the divine deljver-

ance, and [t is altogether peatiible that In this
Iramework the nuthors wers leit to thalr owg
honest judgments MW,




